
Appendix 3 Meta-analysis results for secondary outcomes 

 

Figure 1 Meta-analysis for repeat surgery 

(Effect estimate [ES] = Odds ratio) 
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Figure 2 Meta-analysis for haemorrhage 

(Effect estimate [ES] = Odds ratio) 

 

 

Figure 3 Meta-analysis for haematoma, major vascular complications, and myocardial 

infarction 

(Effect estimate [ES] = Odds ratio) 



 

 

Figure 4 Meta-analysis for bleeding 

(Effect estimate [ES] = Odds ratio) 

 

  



 

Figure 5 Meta-analysis for de novo symptoms of urgency or urgency incontinence 

(Effect estimate [ES] = Odds ratio) 

 

  



 

Figure 6 Meta-analysis for detrusor instability (detrusor overactivity) 

(Effect estimate [ES] = Odds ratio) 

  



 

Figure 71 Meta-analysis for voiding difficulty 

(Effect estimate [ES] = Odds ratio) 
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Figure 8 Meta-analysis for bladder or urethral perforation 

(Effect estimate [ES] = Odds ratio) 
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Figure 9 Meta-analysis for tape/mesh erosion or extrusion 

(Effect estimate [ES] = Odds ratio) 

  



 

Figure 102 Meta-analysis for tape/ mesh/implant exposure 

(Effect estimate [ES] = Odds ratio) 

 

Figure 11 Meta-analysis for groin pain 

(Effect estimate [ES] = Odds ratio) 



 

Figure 12 Meta-analysis for suprapubic pain 

(Effect estimate [ES] = Odds ratio) 

  



 

Figure 13 Meta-analysis for pain 

(Effect estimate [ES] = Odds ratio) 

  



 

 

Figure 14 Meta-analysis for dyspareunia 

(Effect estimate [ES] = Odds ratio) 

 

  

.

.

.

.

.

.

.

Transob MUS vs retro MUS

follow-up unknown

Trad sling vs retro MUS

follow-up unknown

Single incision vs retro MUS

follow-up unknown

Single incision vs transob MUS

3 months

12 months

24 months

Anterior repair vs transob MUS

1 month

4 months

Anterior repair vs open colpo

follow-up unknown

Single incision vs trad sling

follow-up unknown

Comparison

1.70 (0.48, 6.00)

0.66 (0.15, 3.02)

1.67 (0.27, 10.41)

3.06 (0.12, 76.95)

1.12 (0.19, 6.40)

1.08 (0.08, 14.68)

4.46 (0.47, 42.51)

7.76 (0.38, 157.14)

5.20 (0.90, 30.08)

1.38 (0.28, 6.66)

ES (95% CI)

7/116

3/32

3/55

1/50

6/140

3/89

4/30

3/30

13/23

4/35

Treatment1

4/110

5/37

2/60

0/50

6/131

3/90

1/30

0/30

2/10

3/35

Treatment2

2

1

1

1

3

2

1

1

1

1

Studies

1.70 (0.48, 6.00)

0.66 (0.15, 3.02)

1.67 (0.27, 10.41)

3.06 (0.12, 76.95)

1.12 (0.19, 6.40)

1.08 (0.08, 14.68)

4.46 (0.47, 42.51)

7.76 (0.38, 157.14)

5.20 (0.90, 30.08)

1.38 (0.28, 6.66)

ES (95% CI)

7/116

3/32

3/55

1/50

6/140

3/89

4/30

3/30

13/23

4/35

Treatment1

Favours 1
st
 Treatment  Favours 2

nd
 Treatment 

1.003 .01 .03 .09 .2 .5 1 2 5 10 25 50



 

Figure 15 Meta-analysis for urinary tract infection 

(Effect estimate [ES] = Odds ratio) 

 

Figure 163 Meta-analysis for wound infection and infection related to use of synthetic mesh 

(Effect estimate [ES] = Odds ratio) 



 

Figure 17 Meta-analysis for complications 

(Effect estimate [ES] = Odds ratio) 
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Figure 18 Meta-analysis for resource utilisation (hospital stay and operation time) 

(Effect estimate [ES] = Standardised Mean Difference) 
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